2 rpth rantd an ‘the
; imphied pledse totake: the subject under
-~ wousideration, and ordersthe petition to be
e ; - _placed amony the public Tecords for safy.
B A N a4 & tho  publi

ecping. ;
But to proceed, iu reply to the ohjections
£ «of our opponents. It is next urged. that

. - . precedents are against the side we support,
: © I.meet this objection with a direct denial.

TFrom thebeginning of the Governnient to
~the commencement of this SesSion, there
F is not a single precedent that justifies the
- receiving of these petitions, on.the ground
= on which_their reception is nrged. The
real state of the caose is,. that we are not

* following, but making preccdentts. Tor
the first time has the principle been assum-
sed, that we have vo-discrction, but must
take jurisdiction over them, however ab:
surd, frivolons, mischievous, or foreign fram
the purpose for which the'Government was
created. Receive these petitions, and you

- will ereate aprecedent which will hereafter
“¢stablish this monstrons principle. . As yet
1bere are none. !
Scuator from Tennessce (Mr. Grundy) is
in no respect analogous.  No ‘question.in
that case, was mude onthe reception |_1_I‘ h llw_
petition. The petition sli,l!petl in withount
taking a vote, as is_daily done, where the
attention of the Scnate is not particularly

- called to the subject. The question on
which the discussion took place was on the

. reference, and not on the recoption, as in
this case ; but what is decisive agninst the
precedent, and which I regret the Sena-
tor (Mr. Grundy) did not state, so that it
might accompany his remarks, is the fact
that the petition wasuot for abolishing sla-
very. ‘Thesubject was the African slave-
trade ; and the petition simply proyed that

-

Ll el
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not adopt some measure of interdiction,
prior to 1803, when by the Constitution,
= e anthorizo - o
trade. I ask tho Secretary to read the
prayer of the petition :
* But we find it indigpensably incumbent
- - on us, as a religious body, assuredly belicv-
ing that both the truc teinporal interests of
nations, and eternal well-being of individ-
uals, depend on doing justly, loving merey,
and walking humbly before God, the crea-
. * _ tor, preserver, and henelactor of men, thus
to attempt to excite your attention to the:
affecting subject, [slave trnde;] earnestly
desirgg that the infinite Father of spirits
<y so_enrich our minds with his love and
truth, and so influence your understanding
by that pure wisdom w{’nichis full of merey
and good fruits, as that a sincere and- an
impartial inquiry may take place, whether
it i#e not “nn essential part of the duty of
-+ . your cxalted station to exert uprightendea-
vary, to tho foll oxtent of your power, to
remove every obstruction to publie right-
' seousness, which the influence or artifice of
particnlir persons, governed by the narrow,
mistaken views of self-interest, has ocea-
wioned ; and whether, notwithstandingsngh
seeming impediments, ithe not really within’
your power to exercise justiee aud mercy,
. which, if adhered to, we canuot doubt ab-
olition must produce the abolition of the
slave-trade.” A $
Now, I ask the Senator where is the anal-
ogy between this .and the present petition,
the reception of which he so strennously
urges T He isplawyer of long experience
and of distingunished reputation ; and I put
- the question to him, on what possible prin-
ciple can a cpse so pefectly dissimilar, jus-
tily the vote he intends to give on the pres-
ent oceasfon 1 On what possible ground
z cap the vote of Mr. Madison ta refer that
4 petition, on which he has‘so miuch relied,
Justify l'ii?ni" reeeiving this 1 Does he not
- peregivesin his own example; the danger of
forming precedents ! If he mny call to his
wid the authovity of My, Madison, in a ease
50 dissimilar, to justify the roception of-this
petition, and: thereby ®xtend -the jurisdic-.
;tion of Congress overthe question of ¢raan-
-cipation, tg what parpose héreafter mny
no¥ ihe examploe of his comtse on the pres-
ent oceasioirbe perverted. 7 .
«  Itis not my design to censure Mr. Madi-
U son’s course, but I eannot refrain from ex-
pressing my regret ‘that his name is not
found- associated, ‘on that oeccasion, with
the sagacious amgl firm representatives from
the South—Smith, Tucker, and Birber, of
South Carofina, James Jackson of Georgia
and many others, who af that early perioil,
foresaw the daoger nnd met it, as it ought
ever to be met, by‘those who regard the
peace and security of the slave-holding
HStates.. Had he added the weight of his
talonts and authority to theirs; a more
healthy tone of sentiment than' that which
now unfortunately exists, would this day
. haye been the consequence.
: :  Another caso has heen cited, to justif
E : - tho vote for reception. [ refer to the peti-
A g i Sition'from the Quakers, in 1803, which the
o "L 'Benator from Pennsylvania (Mr. Buchanan)
5 I"elie? on %o sustain’ him in receiving the
" present-petition. What I have said in re-
- - ply toshe preeedent’ cited by the Senator
Lt Teg Tennesaee, applies equally to this.—

ves an’

The case relied on by the/

Congress would inquire whetlicr they might.

‘in relation to whi
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whieh is now poured § pifizress, not
from peacedble Quakerfg@ibut ferocions in-
-cendiatlés,  not to suppress the Afiican
‘slayetrade, but to abolish slavery, they

'svould, with united voice, have rejected the.

‘petition . with seorn and indignation '—
Can ‘any onc who knew him doubt that
one of-the 8cnators from the South; (the
gallant Sumter) who on that aceasion voted
for receiving the petition, would have been
among the first 1o vindieate the interests
of those. whom e represented, had the
question at that day been what it is-on,the
resent oceasion ! We are next told that,
instead of looking to the Coustitution, in
order 10 ascertain what are limits. to -the
right of pelition, we must push that instru-
ment asido,and go back to the Magoa Charta
and the declaration of rights for its origin
and limitation. ~ We live in strange times.
It scoms there are ‘Christians uow more
orthodox than the Bible, and politicians
whose standard is higher thair the Consti-
tution ; but I' ohject not to tracing the right
to these antient and venerated sources ; 1
hold in high" estimation the “institutions of
our nncestors. They grew up gradually
through many gencrations, by 1f.c incessant
and untiring efforts of an intelligent and
brave People struggling for centurics ngainst
the power of the Crown. Lo themn we are
indebted for nearly all that has Leen gained
for liberty in madern times, excepting what
we have added.  But may. [now ask how
ithnshappened that our opponents, in going
baek to these sncred instruments, have not
thought proper to cite their pravisions, or to
shéw in what manuer our refusal to receive
petitions ean violnte the right of petition
as secured by them ! I feel under no obli-
gation to supply the omission—to cite what
they have omitted to cite, or to prove from
the instruments themselves, that to be no
violation of thom which they have not prov-
lo_be a violation. It is unnecessary:
o pragtice of Parliament is sufficient for
mypurpose, It proves conclusively thnt it
i3 no. violatien o 'tha right, as securod b
those instruments, td refuse to recvive potf
tions, “I'D establish what this practice is,
I ask the' Seeretary to rend from Hatsel,
a work of the highest authority, the several
paragraphs which are marked with a peneil,
commencing at page 700, under the head of
Petitions on Matter of supply.

" On the .9th of April, 1694, a petition
was tendered to the Fldusn. relating to the
hill for granting to their Majesties several
duties upon the tonage of ships; and the
fuestion being put, that the petition by re-
-ceived, it passed in the negative.

On the 28th _of April, 1698, u petition
was offercd” to the Ilouse .agaiust.the bill
for laying a duty upon inland pit coal; aud
the question being put, that |Re pétition be
received, it passed in the negasive. See,
also, the 20th and 30th of: June, 1693, peti-
‘tions relating to the dutics upon Scotch Jin-
ens, and -upon whale fins' imported—Vid.
20th April, 1698, i

* On the 5th of January 1703, a petition
of the malsters of Nottingham being vfier-
ed against the bill for continning 'the duties
on malt," and the question being put, that
the petition be brought up, it passed in thie
negative, IS

‘ On the 21st of Deeember, 1706, Resal-
ved, That.this House will recoive no peti
tion for any swm of money relating 1o publie
service, but what is recomtendéd from the
Crown. -~ Upon the 11th of June, 1713, this
is declared to be-a standing order of the
House. :
** On the 25th of March, 1807, Resolved,
That the Ifouse will not proceed on any
petition, motion, or bill for granting any
mouey;, or for releasing or compounding
any money owing to .:Fw Crown, but in a
committec of the whole Houso: and this is
deelured to be astanding ordef.  See, also,
the 20th Nov, 1710, 4
ot Un-the 234 of April, 1715, Resoleed,

L willoreceive sng: periti

& enrtificate from’ the proper. ofticer, an-
nexed; stating the 'debt, what progecutions
have been made for the fecoversy tliereof,and
what the petitioner and his securify are ahle
“to pay. - 3 ;

“I‘ Ou the 25th of March, 1715, this is
declared to be a standing order. See the
2d of March 1735, and'the Yth of January,
1752, the proceedings upon petitions of’ this
gsort. - 3
* On.the 8th of March, 1732, n petition
heing affered against a bill depending for
securing the trade of the sugar colonies, it
was refused to be brought up. A motion
was then made thata commitice ho appoint-
ed to search precedents in relation to.the re- |
céiving or not redeiving petitiony against the
imposing of dutigs; and the question being
put, it passed in the nevative.”
Nothing ¢an be more conclusive. Not
only are petitions rejected, but rosohitions
are passed refusing to rgceive entire classes
of petitions, and that too, on thg subject of
imposing taxes ; a subject above all others,

1 we would aurpas_e the
right ought to be Teld most sacrad, ind this
within a few years after the declaration of
rights.  With thésc facty before ‘us, what

4w b, Like that the petition prayed legislaiion,
S 70 et an abalition of slavery, but rican
_+ . Pave-trade, over which subject Congress

aro wo to think of tho assertions of the

«he nature.of 2

zens ‘0F York; sylvania, a .:‘?

actof the President in removing thy

ayesholding § es. +1 aslthe Sceretary to read g
petition prayfg for |'naks @n the occasion:. "1 §
ct, over which{ €on- | "*The Yice Preésidontscomn
:a tilfh would hafve full {;preamble and aserjes of résolu
axgmple tosfonghe | ed aty a mceting of the titize

That the sl|ra\\'n1,|]'i_u1 :{I#-._actinu_ul' the .‘42?_! Cis-
Alit the, i 3 Xeceivaing l“u.,u.m._: agﬂ[x'%s the préacatalion of o i“_ :
for _compo rﬁu;g\_ _-deb_t_q__ to " the Crown, ‘that the: petition “is alien_before 1)

upou any branch of tho Revenue, without hat theSenae cannot praceed o other busi-

:and thaty by the 24th_rule, t

-as the_motion pre-stipposes.  Our. rules of
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I been recdy
‘Clay objected to the. reception. - A
the question, shall they be received 7 ftwas
pdetermined in’ the megative—yefs 20,
nays 20, 5 -

*On motion of Mr. Preston, th yeas
and nays being desired by ove-fifthiof the
Senators present, those .who votedin the
aflitmative, are, -

-4 Messrs. Benton, Brawn, lnorst‘ll}'lf.imn-

dy, Hendricks, HillKane, Kingof Apbamna,
King of Georgin, Linn, McKean; Minaum,
Morris, -Robinson, Shepley, ’l‘nlhm,:lgc.
Tipton, White, White, Wilkins, \Wright.,
*Those who voted in 1lie negativy, are,
¢ Messrs. Bibl, Black, Caihow,, Clay,
Clayton, Ewing, Frelinghuyged Kent,
Leigh, Moore, Naundain, Poindexur, Porrer
Prentiss, Preston, Robhins, Silsbd, Smith,
Sauthard, Sprague. Swilt, Tomlingn, Wag-
gaman, Webster.” "
In riting this case it is not my jidention to
call in question the consistency of aly men-
Ler on this floor; it would be unforthy of
theoceasion. 1 doulitnot the votethn given
was given with a full conviction ¢ its cor-
Feetness, asit will doubtless he in (g present
cige, on whaiever side 1t may I found.
My abject is, 10 show ihat the prigiple for
which I contend, =o far from being pposed,
iz sustained by precedents, here jud else-
where, ancient and modern. ‘
1n following, as I have, those dhposed to
me, 1o -Magna Charta, and the Déelaration
of Rights, for the origin and th{limits of
the righi to petition, L am not diapéed, with
them, 10 #et aside the Constitution | 1 assent
to the position they assume, thatlthe right
of petition existed before the Cdustitution,
and thart it 3s not derived from it ;r:nu while
I lnok bevond that instrument fof the righ,
I hold the Constitution, on a question as to
its extent and limits, 10 be the Fighes au-
thority  The first amended arficle of the
Constitution, which provides rlmt Congress
¢hall pass mo law to prevent gheé people
peaceablv assembling and pegdrioning for
a redross o O grievances, was clen laagenls,
ed ta preseribe the limits. withif whichthe
right may. o exerciseds I is nat pretented
that to refuse to receive petitions, Jlouches,
in the slighrest degree, on these limitg. . To
suppose that the framers of the Constitution
—no, not the framers, but those jealons pa-
triots who were not satishied with that in-
strument as it came from the hands of e
framers, and who proposed this very pro-
vision, to guard what they considercd n sa-
ered right, performied their task <G bunaling-
Iv ais to omit any cesential gnanl, would, be
to do grent injustice o the memory of those
stern and sagacious men 3 and ver ihis is
what the  Schator from Tennessee (Mr.
Grundy) has ventured to assert. e said
that-no provision_was added 10 guard against
the rejection of petitions, hecause the oblj-
aation to reeeive was considered so elear that
it was deemed unnccessary ; when he ought
1o have known that, according to the stand-
ing practice at that time, Parliament was in
the constant habit, as has been shown, oft
refusing 1 receive  petitions—a  practice
whieli coull not have been unkvown to
the amendment ;_and from which it may be
fuirly.inferred that, in omitting to provide
that the petitions shoulil be received, it was
not.intended to comprehend their reception
in the right of petition,
have nowy. I trust, established, heyond
all controversy, that we are not hound (o re-
ceive these petitions, and that i’ we should
reject theny, we would not, in the slightest
degree, infringe the right of petition. It is
now tima to look to the rights of this bady,
and togee whether, if we should receive,
when itis acknowliedzed that the only ren-
son for receiving is, that we are hound to do
80, we would not establich i principle which
woul:l trench deeply on lhe rights of the
Senate. 1 have a rearldy shown that whore
the action of the Senate_commences, there
also its right to determire how .and when it
shall act, ulso commences, [ hnve, also

ness without making soine dl:«‘rmitftin,ef it 3

: 1e ﬁ@n‘r action
after presentation is on a question to receive
ithe ‘petition. - T'o extend . the rightof peti-
tion to the question on roceiving, iy to ex-
punge this rule—1o aboligh this g niuestion-
able constitutional right of the Senate, and
that for.the benefit, in this case, of the abo-
litionists. Their gain would be at the loss
of this body. 1 have not expressed mygelf
too strovgly. . Give the right of petition‘ihe
extent contended. for ; decide that we mre
bound, under the Constitutinn to teceive these
incendiary -petitions, and the Yery motion
béfore the Senate would be.ontof order, If
the Constitution makesitour duty to recejve,
we would have no discretion léft 1o reject,

proceeding must be in aceord with the. (lon-
stitution, . “T'lims, in the case of receivert
bills, which, by the Constitution, muist ori-
ginate in the athér House, it would be put
of order to itroduce them here, and i hos |
accordingly been so décided. ~ For liky raa-
gom, ift we are bound fo recéive petitions, the
present motion wonld be out of order s and,
IF su I be your opinion, il is your duty, ns

of its*functigns, }hm‘l’-!-ﬁa%
"ot its, Hiscrgloy whiat it
Akl af sha!
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such bodjes, and'extends;notanl
‘| Burto réports 1o billa, and: .

living creature sare cndoweds. ofseleet

Lof” al that is*¥rivolous, absufd, unconstitu-

. 5 ani : I | this inmpious principle, (asit would prove
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through the jnstinct of! taste, what 1o receive
or 1o raject, on which -the” \presorvatidly of

[itheir existences®pgnds. “Doprive’ them of ]

this funcigh, and the poisonous;iis well as:
ed into -their system. S0 with ~‘dt\1i|‘-‘t)ru!ﬁ"
Lodies s deprie them of thecsseatiabuni

pi'imnry-rig‘:lsjmllctnrn“'ﬁm- at fheir.plemsure
whyt to receive or¥reject, and they wa kg
lmr-nmlri&v,pm'si ve réceplacle, indifferémly,

tional, 4mmoral, and impious, ns well as
what may.properly. demand their delibera-
tion and.action. Establish this m#énstrous,

comgequence T To what would we commil
onffelves T 1f a petition shomld be present-
ed praying the abolition of the Gonstitution,
{which we are all bound by our oath to pro-
lm-lﬁ‘nm‘tirrling to this ahominable doctrine,
it must be received. 8o, if it was prayed,
the -abolition of the Decalogue, or of the
Bible itself. T o farther. < the abolition
societies should be converted ino a body'of
Atheists, and shonld ask the passage of o
law denvina the existenee of the Almighty
Being above us, the Creator of all, accori-
ing to this blasphemous doeirine, we should
be bound to reccive the petition, to take ju-
risdiction of it. T ask the Senators from
Tennessee and Pennsylvania (Mr. Grundy
and Mr. Buchanan) would they vote 1o re-
ceive such a petition 7 1 wait not an answer,
They would instamly rejectit with loaths
ing.  What then becomes of the unlimited,
unqualified, and universal obligation 1o re-
eeive petitions, which they so strenuously
“maintained, anmd 1o which they are preparedl
to saerifice the’ constitutional rights of this
hody 7 - x peFLieds ;

I shzll now descend from these hypothe-
tical ¢ases to the particular. question before
the Senate.  What then must be the con-
sequences ol receiving :this petition, on the
prineipte that we are bound o receive it and
nll similar petitions. swhenever presented ?
Ihave continued this question calmily in all
its bearings, and do not hesitate to pronounce
that 10 receive, would be to the abolitionists,
all that the mostsanguine could for the pres-
ent hope, amd 1o abandon all the outworks
upon which we of the South rely torour de-
fence against their antackshere.

No ene can believe thay the fanatics, who
have florded this and the ather House with
their pagitions, entertain the slichiest hope
that Congress would pass o law at this lime
to abulish slavery in this District,  Tnfatu-
ated as they are, they must see that public

F3 1 B g 3 -
opinion at tho North 13 not yet prepared lor
o decisive a step, and that seriously ro at-
fenypLitmbw - would bo farsl 4o their pause-
AV Lat then do they hope?  What but that’
Congress should take jurisdietion of the
subjeet of abolishing slavery—shonld throw
open to the aholitionists the balls of legisla-
tion, and enable them to establish a perna-
nent position within their walls, from which
herenlter to carry on theitoperations ngainst
the institutionsof the slave-holding States.
If we receive this petition, all these advan-
tages will be realized 1o them 10 the fullest
cxtent  Permanent jurisdietion would ie
assumed “over the suliject ol slnvery, not
only in this Distriet but in the Siates them-
selves, whenever the abolitionists might
choose to ask Congress by sending their pe-
ritiofls here, for the ‘abolition of slavery in
the States. . We wotild be bound to ‘receive
ench petitions, and by receiving, would be
fairly pledged 10 delibérare l'i'n%[-' decide on
them.  Having ‘suceeedéd in fhid oing; av
most fiivorable position “Would "ba™ gained.
T'he centre6f operations would be 1ranster-
red from Nassan Hallwothe Halls of Con-
gress,  To rhis commian centre, the'incen-
diary publicationsof the abolitionists would
flow, in the form of petitions, 10 be received
antl preserved among the public recofds.—
Here the subjeet of ahnli!llcm would be agi-
tated session afier session,<and from hr.'nc%
the assaults on the property and institution
of the people of the sldave-lolding Siates
would be disseminated,inthie guise'of speech-
es, over the whole Unijon. e

Such would be the advaniages yielded to
the abolitionists. - In pféportion to theirgain
waould be our loss.  Whatwould be yielded
to them, would be taken from us. - Our true
position, that which is indispersable to our
defence here, is thar Conaress has no legiti=
mate jurisdiction over the subject ol slavery,
either here or elsewheres The reception
of this petition”surrenders this conunanding
position 3 vields the question of jurisdiction,
souimportant o the cade off n]J!JIi‘lillI!. and
soinjurious to us ; compels us to sitin silence
to witness the assaults on onr charzcter and
institutiqns, or W enguge in an idle eontesi
in theie defence. * Buely @confest is beyond
‘mbrtal eMlurance.  We must in‘the-end be
humbled, degraded, broken down, and weorn
out. ; -

,The Scnators from  the s!u\'o-lrn'}tling

mitted themselves to vote for receiving these
incendiary petitions, “tell us that whenever
the attempt shall be made to abolish slave-
ry, they will join with us 1o repel it. |
‘oubt not the sinecgity of' their declaration.
We all have a cominon interest, and they
cannot betray Gurs without befrnying, at the
same lime time, theirown. Bur I anibunce
to ghem that they are ndw called on to re-
deemi their pledge. « The attempt is xo

making. The work is going on daily afft.
hourly. The war is waged, not only in tlie
most dangerous wanner, - but in. the only
manner it can be waged.. Do they expect
that the abolitionists will resort to drms, and
commence a erusade to.liberate aur shives
by force 7 lathat whdt they mean wlen
llﬁ: speak of the aitempt fo _lll;t'ﬂiﬂli slave-
r ’r [ so; let me tell” oiff fricnds of the
South who difler from us, that the war which
the abaolitionistswage agpinst W8'isof a very
different character,” ﬂl‘l'l_F far more eflocrive.
It is o war Of religious aid political fanati-

the presiding officer, to eall me to order,
and to arrest gll far(lior disgussion onthe

=
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cisth, mingled on the part of the teadors’

the:wholsame, would be indifferently receiv-:| 4

it imporang pauss—i
?_:]_,‘hi_‘;_-]lw ?@sﬁm' :

\ 1l5e petition; and "not a-point
siglancoCAn ‘Wuml.wj[hin.‘- asslaras
ﬂriﬂ. ,({u\'nml‘_‘;lq;:} conrerned,: __‘l_l\. we'can-
not muintain ourseisgs there, we cannot on
any interior Posiliony #Oall the questions
tliatcan e raldedithere is notolie on $Ehijch#
wo' can’ rally ori~gpdand hiore tenalle for
ourzelves, or -nini'e_‘g}qunhlv tor ou - apifio
nenls, not gxeeptings the ultimate question
of ‘abolition- i theg®tates,  Nor our right
to- reject this petilion: is*a truth as’ clear
and untpuestionable as that Congress has no

sight toabolish slavery v the States,

Su “the fuportifed of “taking ‘aur
standFmniovably on the guestion now Lefore
ns: Such are the advantages that wa'of the
South would sacrifice, and tle abolitionists.
would gain, were we to surrender that im-
artant position by receiving this petition.
WVhat motives have we for making So geeat
a saerifice? What advant: ges can we hape
o gain'that would justity us!

Woe arve told of the great advauntage of a
strong majority. I acknowledge it in n
good cause,-oud on sound prineiples, 1
feel in the present instanee how much our
cpuse wonld be strengthened by a strong
and decided majority for the rejection of
these incendiary petitions.  Ifany thing we
could do here could arvest the progress of
the abolitionisty, it would be sueh a rejee-
tion. BBt as advantageons as would be'n
strong majority on sound principles, it is in
the same degree dangerous, when en the
opposite—when it rests on illlpropul' con-
cessivus, and tho swrvender of prineiples,
which would be the ease at present. Such
A majority must in this instauce be pur-
chased by concessions to the abolitionists,
and . a surrender, on our part, that would
demolish all our outworks, give up all our
strong positions, and open all the passes 1o
the froe ndmission of our enemies. It is
only onthis condition that we can hope to
obtuin such a majority— majority which
must be guthered together from all sides,
and cutertaining every variety of opinion.
To rally such a majority, the Senator from
Pennsylvania has fallen on the device to
receive this petition, mml immediately re-
Jeet ity without cousideration or reflection.
To my mind the movement looks like a
trick—a mere piece cf artifice to juggle and
deceive. I intend no disrespeet to the
Senator. 1 duubt not his intentions are
good, and believe his feelings arve with us:
but | must say that the course he hing inti-
nated is, in my opinion, the worst possibile
for theslpveholding States. It surrenders
i b Ay : SNt

turn, that would he
1o u4,

east advontage

the
Let the majority for the course lie
indicates be ever so strong, ean the Senator
hope that it will make ady impression on

the abolitionists?  €an he even hope of
obtaining his positibn of rejecting  their
petitions  without -~ €onsideration, against
them ! = Does he not see that, in asgiming
jurisdiction by receiving theie petitions, he
gives an implied pledge to enquire, to de-
liberate, and decide on them ! Experience
will teach him that we must cither refuse
to receive, or go through, 1 entirely co -
cur.with the Senator trom Vermont, My.
Prentiss, on that point.  ‘Chere is no middle
ground that is tenable, aud, least of all, that
proposell _to be ogeupicd by the Senator
from Pennsylvania, and those who act with
thim.. 7In_the mean time, the course he o=
 poses iscalenlatedtauull the. people of the
slaveholdin -"'S?Jt‘i‘-‘ uto, a, fulse security,

underathe delusiye. Tmpression which it is
caleulated’ “that/ 1here 1" more uni-

£0-nkey that here Kmore u
versal _stfgéugﬁj,hg&c,_@ﬁainsl the abolitionists
than real does éxistc " i s

But we are told that the right of petition
is popular in the North, and-that:to make
an issue, however true, which might bring
it in _question, would weaken our. friends
and strengthen the abolitionists. I have no
doubt of the kind feelings of our brethren
from the North, on this floor; but I elearly
sce that, while we have their feelings in
our fayor, their constituents, right orwrung,
will have their votes, however we may he
aflected. ' But I assure our friends that we
would not.do apy thing, williugly, which
would wenken them at home ; and, if we
could be: assured that, by ‘yielding to their
wislies tho right.of recciving petitions, they
wouldiie ahle to arrest, permanently, the
progress of the abolitionists, we might then
be induced to yield; but nothing short of
the certainty of permanent seeurity can in-
duce usto yield an inch. I to maintain
our rights mustsineredso the ‘abolitionists,
be it so. I would at no Furiocl make the
least saerifice of principle for finy tempora-
ry adyantage, and much less atthe presgnt.
If there must be an issue, now is vur time.
We never can beanore united or better pre-
pared for the “struggle; and 1, for oue,
would much rather meet the danger now,
than to turn it over to those who are to

come alter us. | :

sean to. me, taking a geveral view. of the
subject, that the course. iftimated by the
Senator from. Tennsylvadia is radically
wrong, - and st end in disappointnent,
The attempt to unite all, ust, as it usually
ddes, terinate in division amd distraction,
Tr.will divide-the South enthe questioi of
roceiving, and the Nurth on’ that of ‘réjec-
tion, with a mutunl Wonkeniig of hoth. 1
already sce indicntions of division among
Novihern gontlemen on this floor, even in
this stage of the quostion. A division a-
mong them would give a great impulse to
the cause of abolition. Whatever, position
the patfies may take, in the event of such-
division, oné ot tho pther wonld ho consider-
ed more or less favorable 1o "the alolition
canisd, which could not fail to run it into
the, political struggles of the two gredt par-
tics of the North.  With these views 1 lw!{_l

with ambigo and thelove of notoricty, aud

b ot
‘of frétieiv Ny

rsectiuny AR great asmny Leo

‘Cismy, it

But putting these \'icws..'nqidé..‘j; does |

1y swhich wiuld 'hegp: assible it
: 'J'ig-.l'l .l:'é_iuz:_ ln;liu ted
frem, Penisylvania will of-
vyt ingtcod of uniting
therehy arfesting the pro-
Hijonistigelis he cavicipares,
-d wﬁ}unﬂ‘ht distractidn, and
hetshy aunore W"‘ﬁ_“ Jihpuilse
. L st say, lero 1 closs
that the
3 to'me, -

- remarks uﬁpj{% connexicn
ewbers from “tho Worlh, it s

arg ‘not dily, sensille 6f the deep interest

L\ﬁ_hii:h?l'hv have'in this question, not culy

ay affceting the Enignslut as it relates im-
ncdiately  und”divectly 1o their parficulay

uEinkerests,

theirsis notless. ' Ifthe tide.continues to

roll-owits Girlid waves of folly nnd fanati-
st in the eud prostgate in the
Notthy ol the iustitutions: tHat uphold their
peace nd ‘prosperity, and ultimately overs
whthn all that s emibent, morally and in-
tellectunliy. - :
1 have now concluded swhat I intended
to sny ou the question inmedintéty ‘before
the Senate. If 1 have spoken carnestlyy
itivheenuse I feel ghe suliject to-le ono of
the decpestinterest, We are nbout to tako
the flrststep; that must centrol all our sub-
sequent movements. U it should b sucly,
as I fear it will, if we receive this petition,
and esiablish . the princi _We nro.
obliged to receivg:all el P
shall determine to take perian 3
tion over the subject of abolition? whenever
aud in whatever manner the abolitiousts
may ask, cither here or inthe States, I
fear that thoe consequence will be ultimate-
ly disnstrous.  Such a course would destroy
the confidence of the People of the slave-
holding States in this, Government.  We
love aud cherish the Union: we remember
with the kindest feclings our common origin,
with pride onr common achievements,
fendly - anticipato the commen great
and glory that seeln td'nwait u-: hutorig
achicvements, and anticipition of coming”
groatness are to us nothidg, compared t
this question. It i3 to-us a-vital question.
It mvolves, not ouly ¢up liberty, but, what
is preater, (if to freciuen any thing ean biey)
existence itself.  The relation which now
exists between the two races in the slave-
holding States has® existed two centu-
ries. It Bas grown with o growth, and
strengihened with our steength. It has en-
tered into and modified all our institutions,
civil and political.  None other ean he suly-
stituted.  We will uot, cannot permit it to
be destroyed.  If we were base euongh 1o
do =0, we would he traitors to our section,
to oursclves, our funilies, and to posterity,
Itis our anxious desive to proteet and pre-
serve this relation by the joint action of the
Government and the confederated States
of the Union; bauif, instend of eloving the
door; if, instead of denying, all jurisdiction
awd all interference in this question, 1l
doours of Congress are to be thrown npr“
and if we are to be exposcd here, in tha
hieart of the Union, to un endless attnek on
our rights, our character, and ous institu-
tions ; if the other States are to stand and
look on withdut attempting to suppress
these attacks, originating within their hors
dets s and, Gually, i ihis is 10 be our fixed
and permaznent condition, as mewbers of
Wi Contederacy, we will then e compel-
led to tum our cyes ou vurselves., Qumab
-4 1
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blood, and every cent of property, we must
defend ourselvés; and, if compelled, we
would stand justificd by all laws, human
and divine. J

If I feel atunin, it is not for oursclves, Lut
for the Uniton and the institutions of the eaun-
try, to which [ have beendevaredly auached
however calunniated and slandered.  Few
have mude grenter sacrifices 1o maintain
theny, and none is more ansions to perpetu-
ate them 1o the latest generation s bin they
can and ought 1o be perpetunted anly on the
cendition that they fulfil the great object for
which they were created—the libeny and
protection of these Srates,

As [or ourselves, T fecl noapprehension,
1 know 10 the fullest extent the maaniturld
of the danger that surronnds us. 1 am not -
disposed tounderestimateit. My colleaguo
bas painted it truly:  But, s great as tho
danger, we have nothing to fear if rrue to
oursclves.  We have many and great re-
sources; a numekous, intellicent nnd brave
pepulation great and valuable  staples ;
ample fiseal menns; unity of feelings and
interest, and an éntire exemption from thoss
dangers wriginating in copfliet between labor
and eapital, which at this time threatens so
much danger to constitutional Governments.
To_these may be added that we would act
under an imperious necessity.  "T'here would
be-to us but one alienmive—to trininph or
perishas a people. We would stand alone,
campelled 1o detend life, ¢haracter, and in-
stititions. A nceessity so stern and impe-
rivus would develope to the full, hll the great
qualities ol our nature, mental and moral,
requisite for defence—intelligence, fortitude,
courage, and patriotism ; and these, with our
amplemeansand our admirable materials for
the consirnetion of durable free States, would
insure security, liberty and renown. -

With these u;zbressmn:z. I nsk ngithersym-
pathy nor compassion for the slfavéholding
Srates.  We can take care of ourselves: It
is not we, but the Union which isin danger.
It is that which dlemands our care—demus
thatthe agitation of the quesiion cease here—
that you shall refuse to receive these peti-
tions, and decline all jurisdietlon a%er the sub-
Juet of abolition, in every form and shape.
Itisouly on these terms that the Union emy
be safe. W ecannot remain liere in an end-
less strnaaledn defenee of our character, our
property, and institntions. y

I shall in conelusion, make a few remarks
as (v the course 1 shall fecl my self com-
peled 10 pursue shoold the Senate, by re-
ceiving this petition, determine to entertnin
Jurisdietion, over ‘the question of abolition.
Thinking ns I oy I ean perform no act that
would conntenance so dangerous an assump-
‘tion g and, as a participation in the subse-
quent procecdings on this petition, shonld
it unfortunately be received, mighg be so
construed, in that event I shall feel my-
self constrained to deeline such parficipation,
and “to_leave the respousibility wholly oa
those who may assumeit.

“‘

+The Surplus Revenue has increased, is in-
erensing und, mwst be diminished. - The a-
wount_of public “moneys in the Deposite
Bunks by the return to (or nearest in) the 1sy
of Mareh, had inereased to Thirty three Mile
Him Seven Hundred and Fifiy™ Thoeusand

that-the only possible hope of arresting.the
L S T
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